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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communicatlon(s) filed on 22 May 2006 , 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 1^ Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim{s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1:20 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing{s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet{s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fonm PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-{d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
fortli in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on May 22, 
2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims do not recited a practical 
application by producing a physical transformation or tangible result. To perform a 
physical transformations, the claimed invention must transform an article or physical 
object into a different state or thing. Transformation of data is not a physical 
transformation. 

Claims 7-12, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims recites a computer-readable 
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medium bearing a computer-readable instnjction and system, however, there is no 
hardware components (i.e., processor) to enable the function to be realized. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-13, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Rylander et al (US Patent 6,748,384 81). 

As per claim 1 , Rylander discloses a method for querying a data structure In a 
distributed computing environment, comprising: 

preparing a query specifying the constraints to be applied on at least two 
data structure wherein each data structure is stored in a different data format (as 
a user defines a desired summary that includes data from multiple different data stores 
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or data structures, col. 9, lines 9-13, or GUI allows user to specify data stores, as well 
as detailed desired summary data to be constructed, col. 7, lines 50-61); 

sending the query to at least two different objects (as desired summary 
data provided by the user, col. 9, lines 17-18), wlierein each object determines 
whether an in-memory data structure maintained by each object satisfies the 
query (as a program determine which records and which fields of such records to query 
for summarizing the data stores in according to the user's desired, col. 8. lines 49-54). 

As per claim 2, Rylander teaches wherein the query is specified as a text string 
(col. 7, lines 38-40). 

As per claim 3, Rylander teaches wherein the data structure is stored as 
one oiXML, database tables, and a programming language data structure (col. 9, lines 
39-55). 

As per claim 4, Rylander teaches receiving a data value from at least one digital 
device indicative of the storage of the value in said digital device wherein one of the at 
least two different objects resides on the digital device (as the identifying fields 202 and 
302 are resided on either switch SI or switch S2, col. 5, lines 31-33, 49-51 ). 

As per claim 5, Rylander teaches the digital device comprises one of a personal 
computer, personal digital assistant, video tape recorder, a display device, and an MP3 
player (col. 4, lines 45-67). 

As per claim 6, Rylander teaches wherein the query is sent in the form of a 
message over a data network (col. 4, lines 45-58). 

Claims 7-8 are rejected by the same rationale as state in claim 1 arguments. 
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Claims 9-12 have similar limitations as claims 2-5; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same subject matter. 

As per claim 13, Rylander discloses a method for use in a digital device in a 
distributed system, comprising: 

coupling the digital device to a communication network (as switch SI. .S3, 
Figure 1 , col. 4, lines 45-58); 

storing a value in a data structure in said digital device (as a record stores 
within data store 102 for each switch are different format, col. 5, lines 21-45), said data 
structure defined by a programming language data type definition (as program 
detemiines fields and types for each field for the records containing information for each 
switch, col. 7, lines 65-67, col. 8, lines 1-6); 

receiving a query specifying a query data type and a query value (as desired 
summary data provided by the user, col. 9, lines 17-18); 

comparing the query data type to the data structure data type and the 
query value to the value stored in the data structure (as a program determine which 
records and which fields of such records to query for summarizing the data stores In 
according to the user's desired, col. 8, lines 49-54); 

indicating in a response to the query whether the query data type matches 
the data structure data type and whether the query value matched the value 
stored in the data structure (as the program thus generate the proper software code 
for constnjcting the desired summary, col. 8, lines 50-54). 
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Claims 17-19 have similar limitations as claims 2, 5-6; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same subject matter. 

Claim 20 is rejected by the same rationale as state in claim 13 arguments. 

Claims 14-16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rylander et al (US patent 6,748,384 B1) in view of Gombocz et al (US Patent 
Application No. 2002/0156792 Al). 

As per claim 14, Rylander does not explicitly teach wherein the programming 
language is one of a procedural language and an object oriented language. However, 
Gombocz teaches wherein the programming language is one of a procedural language 
and an object oriented language (para. 59). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
the cited references to implement the step of the programming language is one of a 
procedural language and an object oriented language as taught by Gombocz because 
the object-oriented language makes it easier to provide a second language distinct from 
the first language, such as C++, Jave, XML and other markup language; therefore, it is 
readily apparent to anyone skill in the art that other enabling software codes for 
enabling techniques also be used, as suggested by Gombocz (see par. 0059). 

As per claim 15, Gombocz teaches wherein the programming language is one 
of an interpreted language and a compiled language (see par. 0059). 

As per claim 16, Gombocz teaches wherein the object oriented language is one 
of JAVA, C#, CLR, and C++ (see par. 0059). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBBIE M. LE whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 1 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. ^ 
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